The adults were collected during the night time with the help of portable light traps. Besides this, some specimens were also collected by hanging the source of light (125-Watt mercury vapour lamp) on a white sheet or white washed wall. The collected Lecitocerid moths were killed by using 1,1,2,2, tetrachloro ethane or ethyl acetate. The methodology discussed by workers such as Lindquist (1956 ), Tagestad (1974 ), Zimmerman (1978 , Mikkola (1986) as well as Landry and Landry (1994) were followed for the pinning, stretching and preservation of specimens. The standard techniques given by Zimmerman (1978) and Robinson (1976) have been followed for wings and genitalia respectively. To write the taxonomic descriptions on various morphological characters (Robinson, 1976; Hodges, 1998; Park, 1995) , wing venation (Zimmerman, 1978; Common, 1970) and external genitalia (Klots, 1970) were followed. Using a Camera Lucida attached to a stereoscopic light microscope drawn all illustrations. The coloured photographs of all the specimens were taken before dissection.
Microlepid. XII, figs 10, 11. Quassitagma Gozmány, 1978, in Amsel. et al., Microlepid. Palaearctica, 5: 132. Type species : Frisilia indigens Meyrick, 1914 , Supplta ent., 3: 50. Recontracta Gozmány, 1978 148. Type species : Recontracta frisilina Gozmány, 1978 , ibidem, 5: 149. Nyctocyrma Gozmány 1978 149. Type species : Nyctocyrma fraudatrix Gozmány, 1978 , ibidem., 5 : 151. Psammoris Meyrick, 1906 149. Type species: Psammoris carpaea, Meyrick, 1906 , ibidem., 17: 149. Type-species: Carcina luticornella Zeller, 1839 , by monotypy. Diagnosis: Vertex and frons covered with smooth scales; labial palpus long, upturned, second segment scaled, third segment long and acute; antenna long, filiform, longer than the length of forewing; metathoracic leg with hair like scales on hind tibia; forewing with veins R 3 +R 4 +R 5 arising from a common stalk, R 3 from base or near base of the stalk, R 4 to costa, R 5 to termen, CuA 1 and CuA 2 stalked or connate, however, the forewing venation with the stalk of M 2 and M 3 can not be a good separable character, because the venation is so variable with in genus (Park, 2000) ; hindwing with Rs+M 1 stalked, Rs to costa, M 1 to termen, M 3 +CuA 1 stalked. Male genitalia: uncus charac-teristically bilobed, setose; gnathos broader at base, apically pointed; vinculum U or Vshaped; saccus absent; juxta bilobed apically; valvae elongated, cucullus broader or narrow, bearing setae or hair on the inner surface, ventrally with spiniform row of setae or without, a bridge-like sclerotized structure connecting costa and tegumen; aedeagus broad or small; vesica with multishaped cornutus present or absent. Female genitalia: papillae anales sparsely setose; anterior apophyses rod-like, basally broad, posterior apophyses thin; antrum present; corpus bursae long or small, broad or narrowed, ovate or subovate shaped; signum present or lacking.
Lecithocera aulias Meyrick
Lecithocera aulias Meyrick, 1910 , J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc., 20: 447. Material examined: 4 males, 2 females, 24.vi.1999 3 males, 3 females, 25.vi.1999, Krishi Vishwavidyalaya, Palampur, Dist. Kangra, Himachal Pradesh, 700m, coll . P.C. Pathania. Distribution: Khasi Hills (Assam) (Clarke, 1965) ; Palampur (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown
Lecithocera semirupta Meyrick
Lecithocera semirupta Meyrick, 1910 , J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc., 20 : 445. Material examined: 4 males, 3 females, 12.iv.1999 2 males, 21.iv.2000 , Renuka Lake, Dist. Sirmour, Himachal Pradesh, 740m, coll. P.C. Pathania Distribution: Khasi Hills (Clarke, 1965) ; Renuka Lake (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown Meyrick, 1931 , Exot. Microlepid. 4: 80. Material examined: 2 males, 1 female, 27.vi.1999 3 males, 18.iv.2000; 3 males, 19.iv.2000, Forest Research Institute, Dehradun, Dist. Dehradun, Uttarakhand, 700m, coll . P.C. Pathania. Distribution: Dehradun (India) (Clarke, 1965) ; Andhretta (Himachal Pradesh); Dehradun (Uttarakhand) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown Meyrick, 1918 , Exot. Microlepid., 2 : 103 Material examined: 1 male, 13.iii.1998 1 male, 24.iii.1998; 2 males, 25.iii.1998; 3 males, 30.iii.1999; 3 males, 8.iv.1999 , 2 males, 29.iii.2000 2 males, 24.vi.1998; 2 males, 25.vi.1999, Krishi Vishwavidyalaya, Palampur, Dist. Kangra, Himachal Pradesh, 700m; 2 males, 24.ix.1999 , 2 females, 19.iv.2000 4 males, 09.xi.2001 , Jammu University Campus, Dist. Jammu, Jammu and Kashmir, 350m, coll. P.C.Pathania, Rachita Sood and Amit Katewa. Distribution: Coimbatore (S.India) (Clarke, 1965) (Clarke, 1965) ; Andhretta (Himachal Pradesh); Dehradun (Uttarakhand) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown Meyrick, 1910 , J.Bombay nat. Hist. Soc., 20: 448 Material examined: 2 males, 13.ix.1999 2 males, 14.iv.1999, University of Horticulture and Forestry, Nauni, Dist. Solan, Himachal Pradesh, 1360m; 2 males, 24.vi.1999, Krishi Vishwavidyalaya, Palampur, Dist. Kangra, Himachal Pradesh, 700m, coll . P.C. Pathania. Distribution: India, Palni Hills, Nilgiri Hills (Meyrick, 1910) ; Nauni, Palampur (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown 9. Lecithocera metacausta Meyrick Lecithocera metacausta Meyrick, 1910 , J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc., 20 : 446. Material examined: 3 males, 11.ix.1999 2 males, 14.ix.1999; 1 male, 5.iv.2000 , University of Horticulture and Forerstry, Nauni, Dist. Solan, Himachal Pradesh, 1360m, coll. P.C. Pathania. Distribution: Khasi Hills (Assam) (Clarke, 1965) ; Nauni (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown Subfamily: Torodorinae Torodorinae Gozmány, 1978 , in Amsel et al., Microlepid. Palaearctica, 5: 189. Type-genus: Torodora Meyrick, 1894 . Diagnosis: Male genitalia with uncus thorn-shaped, tapering to slender, acute apically, without a strongly sclerotized bridge-like structure connecting tegumen and costa of valvae. Hygroplasta Meyrick, 1925, in Wytsman,Genera Insect., 184 : 5 21.iv.1999; 2 males, 22.iv.1999; 2 males, 25.iv.1999; 1 male, 23.ix.1999; 1 male, 18.iv.2000; 3 males, 19.iv.2000 
Lecithocera ianthodes Meyrick Lecithocera ianthodes

Lecithocera immoblis Meyrick Lecithocera immoblis
Lecithocera choritis Meyrick Lecithocera choritis
II. Genus: Hygroplasta Meyrick
Torodora parasema (Meyrick)
Brachmia parasema Meyrick, 1913 , Exot. Microlepid., 1: 66. Material examined: 2 males, 13.iv.1999 ; 3 males, University of Horticulture and Forestry, Nauni, Dist. Solan, Himachal Pradesh, 1360m, coll. P.C. Pathania. Distribution: Bengal, Pusa (Clarke, 1965) ; Renuka Lake, Nauni (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown
Torodora fortis (Meyrick)
Lecithocera fortis Meyrick, 1918 , Exot. Microlepid., 2 : 111 Material examined: 4 males, 14.ix.1999 . P.C. Pathania Distribution: Nilgiri Hills (India) (Clarke, 1965) ; Dharampur (Himachal Pradesh) (present work) Larval host plant: Unknown
Torodora deltospila (Meyrick)
Lecithocera deltospila Meyrick, 1911 , J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc., 20: 706. Material examined: 1 male, 12.iv.1999 2 males, 14.iv.1999; Renuka Lake, Dist. Sirmour, Himachal Pradesh, 740m; 1 male, 6.vii.1999 1 male, 23.ix.1999; 2 males, 18.iv.2000, Forest Research Institute, Dehradun, Dist. Dehradun, Uttarakhand, 700m; 3 males, 09.xi.2001 , Jammu University Campus, Dist. Jammu, Jammu and Kashmir, 350m, coll. P.C. Pathania, Rachita Sood and Amit Katewa. Distribution: Khasi Hills (Assam) (Clarke, 1965) 
DISCUSSION
According to Park (1999) , the taxonomic status of the family Lecithoceridae has not been well defined, due to various differing opinions as to its rank. Marchand (1947) proposed the subfamily Lecithocerinae with Lecithocera Herrich-Schäffer as the type-genus, which was placed under the family Gelechiidae by Diakonoff (1954) and Janse (1954) . In a recent publication, Park (1999) has stated, there is no doubt that it should be considered as a family rank by such autapomorphic characters, as antenna being longer than forewing length (except Oditinae established by Lovovsky, 1996) and gnathos always bent downwardly. Gozmány (1978) established three new subfamilies under Lecithoceridae i.e., Lecithocerinae Le Marchand (based on the genus Lecithocera Herrich-Schäffer), Ceuthomadarine Gozmány (based on the Ceuthomadarus Gozmány), and Torodorinae Gozmány (based on the genus Torodora Meyrick). The subfamily Lecithocerinae has the distinction of having a bridge-like structure connecting the tegumen and costa of the valvae in the male genitalia, whereas, in the Torodorinae these structures are wanting. Lecithocera is awidely distributed genus having sixty-two species listed under it from India (Gaede, 1937) . Though, the venation is somewhat variable in this genus yet, various species can be adequately put under it in view of totality of characters, particularly the genitalic characters.
In subfamily Torodorinae, three genera i.e, Hygroplasta Meyrick, Philoptila Meyrick and Torodora Meyrick were studied. Meyrick (1925) proposed the genus Hygroplasta with Gelechia spoliatella Walker as its type-species kept the same in the family Gelechiidae. However, Clarke (1965) transferred the genus from the latter family to the family Lecithoceridae, under which it is being dealtwith presently. It has been observed that different individuals of this genus complex may have one or two black spots on the wings, which may be conspicuous, faint or even obscure. The genus Philoptila was proposed with P. effrenata Meyrick as its type-species by Meyrick (1918) . Its diagnosis was based on a single male specimen collected from Kanara (southern India). Clarke (1965) has furnished a photograph of its male genitalia and a line drawing of the wing venation. While doing so, the author has also stated that, the type was destroyed after photography and palpus are not available for illustration. The genus, under reference, is conspicuous in having the veins R 3 , R 4 , R 5 and M 1 , CuA 1 , CuA 2 stalked in the forewing, whereas, the vein M 2 is wanting in the hindwing. The genus has been listed under the family Gelechiidae (spelled as Gelechiadea) and Lecithoceridae by Fletcher (1929) and Clarke (1965) respectively. Meyrick (1894) proposed the genus Torodora with T. characteris Meyrick as its type-species and included it in the family Gelechiidae (Fletcher, 1929) . However, Clarke (1955) considered it under the family Lecithoceridae (Nye and Fletcher, 1991) . On the contrary, with Torodora Meyrick as its type-genus, Gozmány (1978) proposed a new subfamily Torodorinae under the family Lecithoceridae. Recently, Wu and Park (1999) have mentioned that the latter family contains about eight hundred species spread over in about one hundred genera worldwide. However, according to Park and Heppner (2000) , the genus Torodora Meyrick possesses about 85 species, out of which 82 belong to the Oriental, two to Palaearctic and one to the Ethopian regions. While revising the diagnosis of the genus under reference, though the aforesaid workers have given due emphasis to the structure of the wing venation, it has been stated that the venation of both wings do not quite agree in all species of the genus Torodora especially in the condition of M 2 and M 3 on the forewings and M 3 and CuA 1 on the hindwings. Due to the inconsistency in the wing venation, Wu and Park (1999) have framed separate keys for interspecific discrimination of the males and females of the same species on the basis of their respective genitalia. Similarly, Park and Heppner (2000) proposed two keys to sort out the species of the genus Torodora from Taiwan did not use venation for specific discrimination due to this inconsistency. One of the keys formulated by then was on the basis of the wing maculation, hind tibia and wing shape and the other on the basis of the male genitalia only. Somehow or the other, the female genitalia has not been discussed at all. In addition to this, these authors have also segregated/placed all the seven species from Taiwan into four groups. They have also recorded distributional range of the genus from India to Southeast Asia, including Burma. Prior to this, Gozmány (1972) has also dealtwith some Lecithocerid genera i.e., Aproparia, Parrhasastris, Rhyparomatrix besides eleven new species combinations under the genus Torodora after shifting them from the genus Lecithocera Herrich-Schäffer. Being true Torodora, a thorough examination of the male genitalia reveals that the costal bridgelike structure connecting the tegumen and the valvae in the male genitalia is wanting and the uncus is always present and well developed (more or less thorn-like in lateral view) in all the taxomonomic treated nine species of this genus.
